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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflective of the content. However, for better clarity and scholarly impact, it could be refined slightly.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Revisiting Educational Assessment and Examination Practices in History Teaching within Nigerian Universities
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract provides a general overview but lacks clarity, proper structure, and grammatical polish. It could benefit from a more structured format—such as background, purpose, methodology, findings, and recommendations.

Suggested Improvements:

Clarify the problem being addressed.

Specify the methodology more clearly.

State the key findings explicitly.

Improve language structure (e.g., "the study shall use" should be "the study used").


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is generally sound in its academic grounding and methodological approach. It adheres to historical research methods using qualitative techniques (content analysis and key informant interviews). The logic of the arguments is coherent, and the discussion is relevant to the field.

However:

There are several factual statements (e.g., total number of universities) that would benefit from verifiable data sources.

More systematic presentation of findings would improve the rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Comment:

References span both recent (2020, 2024) and classic sources, which is good. However, several references are internal (mostly Nigerian-based or university-published), and the manuscript would benefit from including more international and peer-reviewed journal sources, especially in educational measurement and assessment.

Suggested Additions:

Black, P. & Wiliam, D. (1998). Assessment and classroom learning. Assessment in Education.

Brookhart, S. M. (2013). How to create and use rubrics for formative assessment and grading.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	No. The manuscript has numerous grammatical, syntactical, and punctuation errors. Common issues include:

Sentence fragments and run-ons.

Inconsistent use of tenses.

Poor spacing and formatting.

Misspellings (e.g., “responces” instead of “responses”).

A thorough language editing is highly recommended before publication.
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